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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 1 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the prior art admitted by the applicant (hereinafter PA) in view of Gopikanth 
(U.S. 6,799,038). 

Regarding claim 1, PA teaches all the particulars of the claim (items 102, 
104,106,110,112,114,116 in Figure 1, Paragraphs [0003], [0004]) except for the 
method of determining if a signal strength transmitted from the RPLMN is higher 
than a particular level, if not, executing the step (d). However, Gopikanth in an 
analogous art teaches method of determining if a signal strength transmitted from 
the RPLMN is higher than a particular level, if not, executing the step (d) (Col. 7, 
lines 31-36). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention to include the method of determining if a signal 
strength transmitted from the RPLMN is higher than a particular level. The 
inclusion of the method makes the communication link between the mobile 
device and the PLMN more reliable. 

Regarding claim 4, PA in view of Gopikanth teaches all the particulars of 
the claim 1. However, Gopikanth, in an analogous art, teaches the method of 
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communicating with a mobile device, wherein the mobile device (item 210 in 
Figure 2) is a mobile phone. 

Claim 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the prior art admitted by the applicant (hereinafter PA) in view of Gopikanth 
(U.S. 6,799,038), and further in view of Blakeney et al. (hereinafter Blakeney) 
(U.S. 5,267,261). 

Regarding claim 2, PA in view of Gopikanth teaches all the particulars of 
theclaiml (items 102, 104,106,110,112,114,116 in Figure 1, Paragraphs [0003], 
[0004]) and claim 2 (items 200,202 and 204 in Figure 2, Paragraph [0005]) 
except for the method of searching for a plurality of available base stations and 
storing in a base station list. However, Blakeney in an analogous art teaches a 
method of searching for a plurality of available base stations and storing in a 
base station list (Col. 3, lines 45-62). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include a method of 
searching for a plurality of available base stations and storing in a base station 
list. This method would further improve the quality of the communication between 
mobile device and the base station during handoff. 

Regarding claim 3, PA in view of Gopikanth, and further in view of 
Blakeney teaches all the particulars of the claim 2. PA teaches a method of 
determining if reselecting a base station is needed in a particular time interval, if 
yes, executing step (k) (item 208 in Figure 206). 
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Claims 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the prior art admitted by the applicant (hereinafter PA) in view of Gopikanth, 
and further in view of Blakeney. 

Regarding claim 5, PA teaches all the particulars of the claim (items 
102,104,106,110,112,114 and 116 in Figure 1, Paragraphs [0003], [0004]; items 
200,202 and 204 in Figure 2, Paragraph [0005]) except for the method of 
determining if a signal strength transmitted from the RPLMN is higher than a 
particular level, if not, executing the step (d) and also the method of searching for 
a plurality of base stations and storing in a base station list. However, Gopikanth 
in an analogous art teaches method of determining if a signal strength 
transmitted from the RPLMN is higher than a particular level, if not, executing the 
step (d) (Col. 7, lines 31-36). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include the method of 
determining if a signal strength transmitted from the RPLMN is higher than a 
particular level. The inclusion of the method makes the communication link 
between the mobile device and the PLMN more reliable. 

Moreover, neither PA nor Gopikanth specifically teach also the method of 
searching for a plurality of available base stations and storing in a base station 
list. Blakeney, however, in an analogous art teaches a method of searching for a 
plurality of available base stations and storing in a base station list (Col. 3, lines 
45-62). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to include the method of determining if a signal strength 
transmitted from the RPLMN is higher than a particular level. Therefore, it would 
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have been further obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to include a method of searching for a plurality of available base 
stations and storing in a base station list. This method would further improve the 
quality of the communication between mobile device and the base station during 
handoff. 

Regarding claim 6, PA in view of Gopikanth, and further in view of 
Blakeney teaches all the particulars of the claim 5. PA teaches a method of 
determining if reselecting a base station is needed in a particular time interval, if 
yes, executing step (k) (item 208 in Figure 206). 

Regarding claim 7, PA in view of Gopikanth, and further in view of 
Blakeney, teaches all the particulars of the claim 5. However, Gopikanth, in an 
analogous art, teaches the method of communicating with a mobile device, 
wherein the mobile device (item 210 in Figure 2) is a mobile phone. 

Claim 8-10 are rejected 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over PA 
in view of Blakeney. 

Regarding claim 8, PA teaches all the particulars of the claim (items 
200,202 and 204 in Figure 2, Paragraph [0005]) except for the method of 
searching for a plurality of available base stations and storing in a base station 
list. However, Blakeney in an analogous art teaches a method of searching for a 
plurality of base stations and storing in a base station list (Col. 3, lines 45-62). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to include a method of searching for a plurality of base stations 



Application/Control Number: 10/672,387 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2683 

and storing in a base station list. This method would further improve the quality of 
the communication between mobile device and the base station during handoff. 

Regarding claim 9, PA in view of Blakeney teaches all the articulars of 
claim 8. PA teaches a method of determining if reselecting a base station is 
needed in a particular time interval, if yes, executing step (k) (item 208 in Figure 
206). 

Regarding claim 10, PA in view of Blakeney teaches all the particulars of 
claim 8. Bleakney teaches the method of communicating with a mobile device, 
wherein the mobile device is a mobile phone (Col 1, line 68). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Muthuswamy G. Manoharan whose 
telephone number is 571-272-5515. The examiner can normally be reached on 
7:30AM-4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, William Trost can be reached on 571-272-7872. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 



free). 




